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REMARKS 

Claims 2,6-26, and 273 are! cancelled herewith. Thus, claims 
2 17-21S, 221, 225, 236, 244, 272. 275 and 277 remain pending 
elements of claim 217 have| been rearranged for 



The 
clarity. 



applicants suh.it that the limitations of claim 217 have not been 
Rifled from those in the previously submit ted Jamcndme nt. 
Dependent claims 218 and '219 have been amended , solely fcfr clarity. 
Claims 272 and 277 have been amended to remove dependences on 

cancelled claims. 

Applicants- cancellation lor amendment of certain reacted 
claims is not to be construed ks an admission; that the J Examiner • s 
rejections were proper. The Applicants continue to brieve that 
the rejected claims are described in ahd enabled by the 
specification as previously argued. The rejected claims have been 
amended or cancelled for the sfle purpose of advancing the case to 
allowance. The Applicants rederve the right ,to file a continuing 
application to continue the prosecution of the rejected claims, 

The Examiner's stateme^ that the Applicants have not 
complied with one or more conditions for receiving the benefit of 
the claim of priority is acknowledged . However, this rejection is 
moo t as the Examiner has not citdo any prior art dated in the 
p.riod following the claimed priority date and the filing date of 
the instant application. ; 
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^^M^^^ USC s_J ^ - f or T.»ck o£ Enablement 
A. 



This rejection has been 



As drawn to a method of treating cancer: 



made moot as ail claims 



drawn to a method of treating! cancer are no longer pending 



specifically 
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! Atto^ey Docket No: ADAM-046XX 

B A s drawn to the direit interaction between the 0W or 

ERK MAP Kinase families and integrin beta 

• Hnn is not understood as all claims 
This rejection is not j ^ 

, , . the previous response soj as to b? limited 
amended in the previo P AppllC ants submits that 

wh erein the MAP kinase is ERK2. Thus, PP in 
^1- reaction had previously j been i overcome . Neverthele 
this rejection n rearranged the element 

response to this rejection, Applicants have rearrang 
of claim 217 to overcome any possible] clarity issues. 



had been 
to cases 



teach any 



C As drawn to modified jpolypept ides : , 
EWner states that the specif ication | fails to 
structural correlation between retaining or yarying ^ xnte^in 
hinding domain seance and dhe ef ect on binding to-y 

• , mi wnlt that the Examiner has overlooked the 

rurr"j^u+«- ~ - 1 — 
- — - - — - con xr 

in the specification beginning on p - 2. Tnos 

lw that conservative solutions are those t f t do not 
ristsntiax.v modify the activity of the ori f nal 

therefore, must retain structural ^correlation wxth th e 
cUtioe. rurthermore. * " ^t^ JL « 

rejection ignores the specific lijnrtat.on that ;re 

kinas IS ERK2. 1 j ! 

I 1 i : 

D . As drawn to administration of polypetides in vrvo: 
Applicants suh.it that this rejections |has heen jmade moot^s 
, • . 26S «» are no longer \ pending. \ Nevertheless, the 
claims 266-269 are Deolara tion submitted with the 

Applicants point out that the Agrez delivery of 

previous response provided the appropriate evidence of delivery 
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Thus, 



polypeptide agents to the appropriate; site 
^ ^«*ult in the inhibition 

of the agent by a tumor to result in 

cells in a well-accepted mouse |model ; for a human p 
this rejections has been overcome. ! 

„ „ usc § 112 fgrjLack_^f_j?ritten description 
Re- jection under 35 TJSC § m t ; ^ 

§HEE2Et ^_ L,-^* for lack of written 



Eioio 



efficatious uptake 
of cancer 



naims 277 and 278 have been rejected for lack 

as amended previously find support^ in the j orig 

inn as inc 



filed, Applicants have 

canceUea clai* ^ <=* «*. sfle p^se c* ao— 

. _ j *- fhat- this re 



amended claim 277 j as indicated and 



the claims 

.to allowance. Thls^caits ".fit thatj this rejection has 

been overcome. j j J application are 

The Applicants submit that all; ciai 
i„ condition for allowance andj such faction is . 

I 

i 



OVffilSBlH * L3BOVXCI I^P 
TEL. tSl^l 542-2290 



I 



•8- 



i 



I- 



, j i i 

PAGE 10/11 ■ RCVD AT 1/S/2008 4:11:16 PM (Eastern Standard Time] ■ SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/9 • OMS:2738300 • CSCD:6 176950892 * DURATION <mm-ss):02.12 



Best Available Copy 

01/09/2008 16:14 FAX 6176950892 ffSGL 



The Examiner 



attorney to discuss any matter j that 

the present application. j 

i 



Attorney Docket No: ADAM-046XX 

is encourage to| telephone the undersigned 

'would expedite allowance of 



HCH/aft/360300 
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Respectfully submitted, 
mIchael valentine agrez et al. 



By 



Holliday C. H^ine, Ph.D. 
RegistrsftionHlo. 34,346 
Attorney for Applicant (s) 
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